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Mr. John Sparrow, 

^he harden 1 * Lodging* 
All i^oula College, 
Oxford, England 

Oeer 3£r. Sparrow, 



1 Tear I have "bungled' sgair. I army when your great condescension of 
February 1 arrived, i trust that vith the £r©ut generosity no chore atari sti o of 
you r vrrltlng, you will forgive thi* egregious fault. 



If Mr. Crook got nothing elee tot whatever he paid you fcr that claosie 
monument to thav debasement of the Intellect end defamation of scholarship, he ■*. 
car.tsis.ly got a defender. My, the detail with which you explain his actions and 
decisions. It mokes ms wonder if you sestet him in the bathroom!/ 

i 

I con well imagine th? greet anxiety he and you hod to print my first 
latter, so greet you underecore the words. Likewiaa, I zsa well imagine hotr ignorant 
the London r tnes is of whet 'ppesrs as a major article in e sister publication 
( there certainly la nothing mroly la whet I have aeon, hence * sister"}. But for 
your "genuine regret 4* I an in your debt, if for nothing olae. 



The practise in your country ie ono with which I am not familiar. In this 
blight act land, however, it id the accepted prerogative of editors to edit letters, 
^tberrire, acne could bo printed. I can hardly believe your papers car. publish 
let ter a-to-the-edi tors on any other bests. 

Perhaps, sc you oan b^tur enjoy what you have QCCcmpLiahsd, I had first 
bettor confer that I thoujfpt the supplement h subsidiary of ths Sunday ?lne& M 
rather than its week sister. I we*, at th' tl-^ your desecration of truth appeared, 
in Sew Crioena. I was lnfbmad of it by the New York *£bm. # ' which phoned me. You 
will undoubtedly be happy to know it- printed your diatribe nithout co?nr;ent from 
thoee you slsndored, it 3 own kind of tribute to docent Journal Ism, -in d distributed 
it vory widely, Her* there wnc no "bingling", only rthst you intended, cne of. the 
blockings of ray life is that I live in the country, for removed froa those raie- 
called "intellectuals”. The consequence is. thf*t no copy of Vr 9 Crock 1 .? paper 
was available end my bounilaos ignorance lod mo tc address tho ^tindery Tjaeo. 

(Again I aonfeas incredulity that ite editor w*>r unaware r.f Er. C rook er.: 1 y~ur opua.j 

How utrerly generous of riven you to ocknof ledge thrt ^r. Rocho f s letter is 
'vsry weak". But if ^r. ‘'rook la as uninformed on this aubj et -important enough to 
hira to devote suoh grant spene to it- doea he not hevo on instant expert in you? 

Or did you not r*ad the Roche letter in advance of publication* la it presuming/ 
too much to oaeune you knew tbit t:r. Kennedy was completely detached from the 
investigation 4 



But now both you end Air. Crook know that this letter is, indeed, an 
attempted ciitiasl eiiseajlration, that the "dearly beloved brother", indeed, 
bed nothing to do with the investigation of tip nmvier hence, contrary to Roche 
end the incumbent President, cannot be hold eccounteble for its defects. Have you, 
on your cwn not inconsiderable authority, written a letter, not a "bungling" one 



11 inlLe, out 0 joholsrly one, like all of youre'r You epj^srently ere intimate 
enough to speek fur Ur, Crook, Are you not intimate enough to speak to him end 
correct thic great slander upon a man who has been touched too mxch "by the 
tregedy already * Or are you, to^» t anxiously enelVSia political a eeiiaai nation 
whan tha monster of the Report turned 

Key I note, slao, that our own bumpkin editor® do take the responsibility 
of noting gravods errors la the ocuiMunl cations they printJ Am 1 to asauna that 
in England they knowingly print falsehood, without any oomasnt (from the ap'-earanoe 
of your work I telco it this haopena outside the letters oolumns, but 1 here 
adiresa nyself solely to these departments)! 

9 

To answer the question of_your last paragraph: the publisher is Collins, 
then agaat aos the Baroness ““aura Budberg. If 1 here been misinformed, I will 
be happy to near this from you end encourage you to eorreot me to Ur. Crook. My 
information Was quite specific, with c^osent quoted. Aa you realize, I was not 
there in perron. 

It la a typical literary coward’s devloe to say "You will not wish or expect 
me to answer the extravagant charges you make cgsinat :aa..." For. what other 
purpose, sirrah, do you think 1 made them' You Cc not because you cannot. If you 
have ony influence with “r. '-rook, I am supremely confident that you would uee 
It to prevent my writing an answer to you. It ie a disgrace that akman so 
uninformed end undetroraed, or »c deliberately wrong, can and does get the 
wide presentation of misinformation granted you, ths uninhibited defamation 
so farfluag, without recourse to the Injured. In our country, blighted es it ie, 

I would bo willing to challenge you in the counts for thet rotten, deg^nrete aaear 
you spewed in attributing Joesteu’s suspicions of the Involvement of the President's 
to m^atcretary in the conspiracy^ J o men of minimal honesty or conrpreh asiou could 
with even a dieeeoed imagination read that into uny of my writing. 

But einco you, with the great tolerance of your exalted position and 
reputetlca, have deigned to "eet (me)right on one or two points, "if that, 

Indeed, is what you did, please make me a single additional demonstration of 
your great tolerance and patience and give me the nr me of the female clerk at 
Greener’o gun shop end cite the testimony you quoted fromher, by 4 ,; its reference 
In the volume in whiah she appears. 

Until you do, I suspect we will well understand each other. ' 



dlneexely youra. 



Ecrold 'ffeiaharg 



